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knowledge must be innumerable. Et may be said that to
said that to prove the validity of knowledge we need not go
beyond the four methods, but prove one individual percep-
tion or inference by another perception or inference. Even
then. we cannot avoid the difficulty of infinite regress.
What happens is that within the circle of the four methods
of the Nyaya, the process of validation of our knowledge by
another will go on for ever. Thus, the perception of water
may be known to be valid by inference from successful
activity or essential similarity. But, how are we to know
the validity of the validating inference ? It must be by some
other perception or inference, and soon ad infinitum. To
avoid this difficulty the Naiyayikas cannot say that while
the validity of the primary knowledge is established by the
secondary, that of the latter is self-evident, and so requires
no verification. If the truth of secondary knowledge be
self-evident, there is nothing to prevent tha primary know-
ledge from having self-evident validity  Further. It will
involve a surrender of the Naiyayika position that the vali-
dity of all knowledge is constituted and ascertained by
external conditions. Hence, it seems that on the Nyaya
theory of validity, the process of the verification of know-
ledge will go on an infinite chain of arguments, in which
every link will hang on the next, but the last link is never to
be found (anadiparampara).80

To this. the Naiya/ikas' reply is that the validity of a
knowledge must be known by extrinsic conditions whenever
it is necessary to know it at ail. But, it is not always nece-
ssary to ascertain the truth of a knowledge. It becomes
necessary when any doubt as to its validity actually arises.
Thus, when we have the visual perception of water and have
any doubt about its validity, we do, of course, ascertain it
by inference from some successful activity, ie., by touching
or drinking the water. But, the validity of the verifying
experience requires no further examination or proof. There
being no doubt about its validity we do not feeS any neces-
sity TO prove or ascertain it. Hence, the factual perception
of water validates the visual perception of it even when
there is no ascertainment of its own validity. When,